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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1. New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
required in this application because the drawings filed December 16, 
2005 are clearly informal. Applicant is advised to employ the services 
of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected drawings 
will not be held- in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because applicant should not refer 
specifically to claim numbers in the specification, since the final 
number of the claims may be changed, in the event that the application 
is allowed. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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a-. The following phrases in the claims lack proper antecedent 
basis since they were not properly earlier referred to: 

i. "the circumferential difference" (claim 1, last 2 
lines) . Applicant did not positively recite "the 
circumferential different' 7 previously in claim 1. 

ii. ""whose bevel groove" (claim 2, line 13). 

iii. "the rimless frame" (claim 2, line 14) 

iv. "a pattern . . . lens" (claim 2, last 3 lines). 

v. "the data" (claim 3, line 8). Which data? 

vi. "every edging condition" (claim 4, lines 3 and 4). 
Applicant previously recited only a single edging 
condition. 

vii. "each bevel-edging" (claim 4, lines 8 and 9). 
Applicant previously recited only a single bevel-edging. 

viii. "each lens edging part" (claim 5, line 3). 

ix. "the monitoring step"(claim 6, line 3). 

b. The following phrases in the claims are vague, indefinite, 
and/or awkwardly and confusingly worded, and are therefore not 
fully understood: 

i. "a pattern . . . lens"(claim 2, last 3 lines). 

ii. "an element . . . applied" (claim 3, lines 8 and 9). 
When a cutting processing is applied to what? 

iii. "such as . . . step" (claim 4, lines 10-end) . The use 
of "such as" does not positively recite limitations of the 
claims . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Siders et 31(7,086,928). 

a. Siders et al discloses a method of supplying a spectacle lens 
by bevel-edging an uncut spectacle lens based on lens edge shape 
data of a specified spectacle frame, comprising; a lens edging 
step for bevel-edging the spectacle lens based on the lens edge 
shape data of the spectacle frame and a predetermined edging 
condition; a lens circumference measuring step of measuring a 
circumference of the spectacle lens which is bevel-edged in the 
lens edging step. See specifically figure 1, and column 8, lines 
31-41. 

b. Siders et al does not specifically disclose a circumferential 
difference calculating step of obtaining the difference between 
the lens circumference which is obtained in the lens 
circumference measuring step and a lens edge circumference of the 
spectacle frame; and a correcting step of correcting the edging 
condition so as to keep the circumferential difference within a 
prescribed range. 

c. However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to change the 
edging condition if the circumference of the lens does not 
adequately fit the lens edge circumference of the spectacle 
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frame, since clearly the circumference of the lens should be as 
close to the lens edge circumference of the spectacle frame, 
d. Regarding claim 2, the measurements of the lens is two or 
three dimensional lens edge shape information. 

Conclusion 

6. Claims 3-7 have not been further treated on the merits since they 
are vague, and indefinite, and are therefore not fully understood. 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

a. The cited prior art discloses lens manufacturing methods. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Timothy V. Eley whose 
telephone number is 571-272-4506. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on 571-272- 
4502. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free) . If you would like assistance from a. USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, 
call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Timothy V. Eley/ 
Timothy V Eley 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3724 

tve 



